2. Those radiological risks from plutonium disposition that would not necessarily be adequately limited by criteria 1 and 2 would be confined by criterion 3 to be a small addition to the risks of these kinds that exist or will exist from responsibly managed nuclear electricity generation and cleanup of the nuclear weapons complexes. Given that society is now bearing these risks in connection with the benefits of electricity supply and the need to manage the cleanup and consolidation of the nuclear weapons complexes, a small addition to them is not too high a price to pay for the security benefits of weapons plutonium disposition.
3. The nonradiological ES&H impacts from plutonium disposition—in such categories as the alteration of land and vegetation for facility construction, consumption of water, emission of chemical pollutants, and the usual array of industrial hazards to workers (falls, maiming by machinery, electrical shock, and so on)—would similarly be limited, by the implementation of criterion 3, to small additions to the current and projected risks of this kind resulting from civilian nuclear power and nuclear weapons complex cleanup. These nonradiological risks are in any case likely to be less significant for these missions than the radiological ones.
It would pose a genuine dilemma, of course, if the only dismantlement, storage, or disposition approaches capable of meeting reasonable security criteria turned out to be incapable of meeting reasonable ES&H criteria. The committee's review of the options argues, fortunately, that this is not likely to be the case. There is, however, a likely trade-off, as there often is, between meeting the sorts of ES&H criteria listed and conducting similar operations at minimum cost. Since the costs of the most promising approaches, even with these ES&H criteria included, are low compared to other costs involved in the pursuit of comparably important security goals—and since failure to meet such ES&H criteria could lead to public rejection and court challenges causing delays long enough to have major adverse security consequences—resolving the ES&H-economics trade-off in favor of the ES&H goals should be an obvious choice in this case.
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